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TOi SSO 

FHOUi 629 

SOBJSCTt PARXEE Casa 

RE I Ifoatlng ct 2 July 195U« and proposed quastlDDS Bubalttad 

250 an 6 July 5U 

I« Tfe haw raad tha quaetlana abloh yeu praptaa to aak PARKIN and 
W9 have tbe f aliasing c«a&anta* 

2» Baaad upon our diacuaalen of 2 July 5U# it wma otir andaratandlog 
that you intandad ta clta oertatn quaatlona ralaed by tha Polygraph taot 
of 12 Oct $2 aa tha b^la Tor your Intarragatloo, but that tha aubjaot 
' aX Polygraph ms not othanrlaa to ba nantlonad. Although oa oartalnly 
agraa (and aa atatad on 2 July) that tha provloua toot mat Inarltab^ 
ba wntlonad and dlacuaead during yaur tntarrogatlon of PARKER^, wa would 
li3ca ta point out tha rollovlng. Iho total aum of tha queationa which 
^ Intend aaking PARJCER in your PART I add up to an attanpt to ro-run 

tha Polygraph taat without hooking PAJUEER up to the moobina. Va amat rtata 
Xar tha reo vd that ww ballrre thla pracadura will prajudl^ the outoacao 
af your Interragatloa, ainoe PARKER will already have bean informed by 
Rr» SCKREIDSl that ha ia under auapiclon, and aay^ thereforo^ ba expected 
ta anawtr quaetione abeut the test In wvat he cmiaidere to be his awn 
Intereate* We further feel auoh a prooedure ia unfair to PARKER, wha 
ahould ba offered the o^ortunlty te clear hlmeelf through uee of the eame 
device idiich originally brought hln under auapiolon* Aa etated by 001 In 
our laat meeting^ we do not cttaldar the question of the legality of the 
uae of the Polygraph relevant te this case. 

3« A large nuc^er of questions idilch you ask in PART I attempt to 
oliolt PARlCRR*e opinion concerning the olrou;|atanooB surrounding the original 
teat. Evan If it. could bo aeauoed that PARJ^H’s rocollsctlona after two 
yoara^3kely to be either accurate or unpreJudioad| we nmst paint out 
that t>pira is no qualiflad Polygraph expert avmllabla wha would undertake 
ta give an opinion oencomlng validity of a tart on the beels of the two 
year old recolleotions of t e interested party In such a case* All ap-> 
proprlate notations and considerations of poaalblo oxtraneoue Influanoo 
were carefully and objectively noted by the examiner according te accepted 
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prtotlMs at tho tin* of the t«ot* VT« tharofort quaitlan tha «dvia«biXlty 
nf Including .qu>e«tita 0 whlcb by context «ad direct IxspllcatieD atteok the 
▼olldity ef the erlginal teet upon teohiUceX greunde end Invite PARKE& 
te neke the euv tetal ef hie anevere tend to dleoredit « teet elreedy 
eviluated by eeverel eitperte ee probably reliable* ieeuxilng thet^ oeotrory 
te your etated eipeotatien 0 ^ dleoaeelen ef the teet soy later appear 
edvi^ftble^ ne nevcrtheleee object te dleouaoiea ef the teet Iteelf prior 
te oe^XetioQ ef interrogetien bimd upon your PART H* Pleoee oeenUnete 
tMe point with ue before the beginning ef eotnol interregatlen* 

lu Ve oenour in the queotlena which yen here included in year 
PABT, n« Ihiy ore therec^ end te the pelnt* 8aob qaeetiene ee eocor 
te lie whlnh night be added will i^ebbtedly oriee .dirlng the cetiree ef 
on intioelTe eaplificatien ef detoile* 

S« Ve oa^uBt thaVyea may want te odd certain queetiece baaed upen 
the written candor of eoepioleua ^tema Idiloh we' ore fenrwrdin^thle date« 
if ee^ a»y we e^ that yea ^t ue eoe thotae quertiena before yevTw them? 

6. PleoM inform ua of the time and ^ce pH interrogatian* il Canfiiving 
•ur yorb^- e^feVe em« t ef 2 July we will be g^d to prorlide. ycro with' 
rooertUng the Inteiregatlea, and in any e^nt will er^qt 

te re^ivf o co^Iete tnaaorlpt ^oa ao«x aa pesffliible aXt^ the Initial 
interregatioD* 

7 \ Kindly infem us of soy other factUtlea or serrlcee wa con 
prevldd you in oenneotlen with this coae. 
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